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I. INTRODUCTION

Northern Telecom Inc. ("Nortel") hereby files reply comments in the above-

captioned rule making!! because of the importance of Integrated Services Digital Network

("ISDN") offerings to the future of the National Information Infrastructure ("NIl"). Even

before this proceeding commenced, Nortel's Chairman had expressed to the Commission

concern that the existing rules imposing multiple subscriber line charges ("SLCs") on ISDN

end users will decrease demand for ISDN at precisely the time when government policies

should be encouraging deployment of capabilities that will allow the largest numbers of

consumers to use the most technologically advanced products.£1 The comments of users,

11 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, CC Docket No. 95-72, FCC 95-212 (reI. May 30,
1995) (the "Notice"). Unless otherwise specified, all comments cited in this pleading are
those filed in CC Docket No. 95-72 on June 29, 1995.

No. of Copies rsc'd OJ.,1..­
List ABCDE

£1 Letter from Donald J. Schuenke, Chairman of the Board, Nortel, to Reed E. Hundt,
Chairman, FCC (Mar. 28, 1995).



computer manufacturers, and most providers of NIl services support Nortel's position. Wide

ISDN deployment will occur if user demand, rather than application of burdensome

regulation, governs ISDN deployment.

Nortel is the second largest telecommunications equipment manufacturer in the

United States, supplying systems to businesses, universities, local, state, and federal

governments, the telecommunications industry, and other institutions worldwide. The

company employs more than 22,000 people in the United States in manufacturing plants,

research and development centers, and in marketing, sales, and service offices across the

country.

Nortel and its employees have a strong interest in the wide deployment of ISDN.

Nortel is a major supplier of ISDN equipment, having placed in service the first public

network ISDN switch in North America in 1986, in Phoenix, Arizona. Nortel has added

ISDN capabilities to numerous central offices. Nortel manufactures ISDN network switching

equipment and customer premises equipment ("CPE"). As a leading developer of ISDN

technology, Nortel is well-acquainted with the current state of that technology.

Nortel believes that ISDN will prove to be an important part of the NIl if it is

allowed to develop without unduly burdensome regulatory burdens. By permitting residential

users to obtain multiple derived channels over their existing copper loops, ISDN will help the

growth of such important economic and educational activities as telecommuting and distance

learning. Greater use of ISDN by businesses will similarly promote the economic growth

and accompanying job creation that are the goals of U. S. NIl policy.
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II. IMPLEMENTATION OF ISDN DOES NOT SUBSTANTIALLY CHANGE LOOP
COSTS

As a technical matter, the principal costs of ISDN are related to the electronics

located in ISDN-equipped central office switches and in the digital CPE designed for ISDN

use. Based on Nortel's experience, the costs of the loop plant do not substantially change

whether ISDN or traditional analog voice-grade service is offered over that loop. A goal of

ISDN deployment has been to introduce end-to-end digital service into the public switched

telephone networks while avoiding costly changes to existing loop plant. As a result, the

principal network cost items in implementing ISDN are the electronics located in ISDN-

equipped central offices -- the "line cards" associated with each loop but located within the

serving switches.~f Although ISDN loops must satisfy certain technical requirements (such

as no bridge taps),~f extensive line conditioning or upgrades are not routinely required).!

The implications regarding the imposition of SLCs on ISDN offerings are clear.

Because loop costs do not vary substantially between ISDN offerings and traditional analog

services, the options presented in the Notice for applying SLCs to ISDN are reflections of

different policy preferences rather than ways to recover the economic costs of ISDN loops.

~f See United States Telephone Association ("USTA") Comments at 10, citing Petition
for Waiver of Part 69. 104 as Applied to Derived Channel Services such as ISDN, Pacific
Bell (filed Feb. 21, 1995) at 1; Tele-Communications Association ("TCA") Comments at 5­
6.

4/ See, e.g., specifications in ANSI 2BIQ Line Coding.

'if Basic Rate Interface ("BRI") ISDN services, which provide two digital voice grade
("B") channels and one digital data ("D") channel, require loop plant consisting of one
twisted copper pair. Primary Rate Interface ("PRI") ISDN services, which provide twenty­
three B channels plus one D channel, require two twisted pairs. However, because multiple
twisted pairs are commonly installed to each customer location, the costs of using two pairs
are not double those of using one. See TCA Comments at 6-7.
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As a result, the Commission's decision regarding the application of SLCs to ISDN will send

a strong signal regarding its policy priorities for the development of ISDN (and, presumably,

other new network technologies). Nortel strongly recommends that the Commission act to

encourage widespread, market-driven deployment of ISDN. It can do so best by avoiding

the unnecessary imposition of multiple SLCs on ISDN end users. Q1

III. WIDESPREAD ISDN DEPLOYMENT WILL OCCUR IF DRIVEN BY USER
DEMAND, NOT LIMITED BY REGULATORY POLICY

The comments of users, manufacturers, on-line services providers, and many carriers

emphasize the benefits of widespread ISDN deployment.1! The majority of commenters

favor some variation of the "one SLC per facility" proposal in the Notice. Indeed, even

commenters that propose other approaches acknowledge the benefits possible from ISDN)F

QI In this regard, some commenters refer to the costs of ISDN-compatible CPE as a
hurdle to wider ISDN deployment. See. e.g., American Petroleum Institute ("API")
Comments at 5, Northern Arkansas Telephone Company Comments at 4. Such costs should
decline as economies of scale are realized in manufacturing and marketing such CPE, and as
CPE is increasingly standardized. Of course, SLCs do not recover CPE costs, which the
user bears independently. By depressing demand, the imposition of multiple SLCs would
slow the creation of scale economies, thereby delaying lower prices, for ISDN-compatible
CPE.

7.1 See. e.g., TCA Comments at 3-5, API Comments at 2,4, National Public Radio
Comments at 3-5, cf. Communications Managers Association Comments (users). See also
Information Technology Industry Council Comments at 3-4, Microsoft Comments at 2
(hardware and software manufacturers); Joint Comments of America Online, Compuserve,
GE Information Services, and Prodigy at 6 (on-line service providers); USTA Comments at
3-6, 15-16, Pacific Bell and Nevada Bell Comments at 1-2, Bell Atlantic Comments at 3,
MCI Comments at 3, Rural Telephone Coalition Comments at 2-3 (carriers).

~I See. e.g., US West Comments at 3.
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The Commission's priority in this proceeding should be to encourage widespread

ISDN deployment. It can do this best by permitting such deployment to develop from user

demand, rather than to limit it with unnecessary regulatory impediments. Nortel agrees with

those commenters that call on the Commission to avoid depressing ISDN demand by

imposing multiple SLCS on ISDN or otherwise burdening the carriers now deploying ISDN.

The consequences to the U.S. economy and the NIl of harming the nascent use of ISDN

services are pressing. The development of ISDN is at a stage where excessive regulatory

costs can shut down the service. The effects of wider ISDN use on the access charge regime

can be addressed by the Commission in the context of broader access charge reform.

IV. THE COMMISSION SHOULD COMMENCE A PROCEEDING SEEKING BROAD
REFORM OF THE ACCESS CHARGE RULES

This proceeding demonstrates that development of the NIl, through ISDN and other

technologies, is outstripping traditional forms of regulation such as the access charge

structure. Although commenters advocate a variety of ways to apply SLCs to ISDN, there is

little debate in the record that access charge reform is necessary. '!/

Nortel supports commencement of a broad access charge reform proceeding after

addressing the important ISDN issues raised in this docket. By doing so, the Commission

will permit more efficient development of the NIl, and more rapid deployment of advanced

technologies and services, in an increasingly competitive, and technically sophisticated,

environment. Such a proceeding is needed to address the fundamental issues raised in this

2/ See. e.g., USTA Comments at 7, Pacific Bell and Nevada Bell Comments at 5-6, Bell
Atlantic Comments at 6, GTE Comments at 20-22, Microsoft Comments at 4.
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rule making, such as whether SLCs should be increased generally and the future of the

carrier common line ("CCL") charge.

V. CONCLUSION

Nortel respectfully requests the Commission to encourage widespread, market-driven

deployment of ISDN. It best can do so by avoiding the unnecessary imposition of multiple

SLCs on ISDN end users. After resolving the important ISDN issues raised in this docket,

the Commission should begin a broad proceeding to reform the access charge rules.

Respectfully Submitted,

Of Counsel:

John G. Lamb, Jr.
Northern Telecom Inc.
2100 Lakeside Boulevard
Richardson, TX 75081-1599

July 14, 1995

~;;;.~
Stephen L. Goodman
William F. Maher, Jf.
Halprin, Temple & Goodman
1100 New York Ave., N.W.
Suite 650, East Tower
Washington, D.C. 20005
(202) 371-9100

Counsel for Northern Telecom Inc.

- 6 -



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Katherine H. Rasdorf, hereby certify that on the 14th day of July 1995, a

true copy of the foregoing Reply Comments of Northern Telecom Inc. was mailed, postage

prepaid, to:

Henry D. Levine
Ellen G. Block
Levine, Blaszak, Block & Boothby
1300 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
(Counsel for the California Bankers

Clearing House Association, et al.)

Jeffrey S. Linder
Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
(Counsel for Cable & Wireless)

Lawrence W. Katz
1320 North Court House Road
Eighth Floor
Arlington, VA 22201
(Counsel for Bell Atlantic

Telephone Companies)

George Petrutsas
Paul 1. Feldman
James A. Casey
Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth, P.c.
11th Floor, 1300 North 17th Street
Rosslyn, VA 22209
(Counsel for Roseville Telephone

Company)

Stephen E. Nevas
National Public Radio
635 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001-3753

Mark C. Rosenblum
Peter H. Jacoby
Seth S. Gross
Room 324411
295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, New Jersey 07920
(Counsel for AT&T CORP.)

Michael S. Pabian
Room 4H82
2000 West Ameritech Center Drive
Hoffman Estates, IL 60196-1025
(Counsel for Ameritech)

Randolph 1. May
Brian T. Ashby
Sutherland, Asbill & Brennan
1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004-2404
(Counsel for America Online, et al.)

Ronald L. Plesser
Julie A. Garcia
Mark 1. O'Connor
Piper & Marbury, L.L.P.
1200 19th Street, N.W., 7th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20036
(Counsel for The Commercial Internet

Exchange Association)

Christopher Bennett
MCI Telecommunications Corporation
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006



Mary McDermott
Linda Kent
Charles D. Cosson
1401 H Street, N.W., Suite 600
Washington, D.C. 20005
(Counsel for United States

Telephone Association)

Thomas E. Taylor
Christopher 1. Wilson
2500 PNC Center
201 East Fifth Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
(Counsel for Cincinnati Bell)

Jack Krumholtz
Suite 500
5335 Wisconsin Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20015
(Counsel for Microsoft Corporation)

David Cosson
L. Marie Guillory
2626 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037
(Counsel for National Telephone

Cooperative Association)

Edward R. Wholl
Joseph Di Bella
1300 I Street, N.W.
Suite 400 West
Washington, D.C. 20005
(Counsel for The NYNEX Telephone

Companies)

Pat Wood, III
Robert W. Gee
Public Utility Commission of Texas
7800 Shoal Creek Blvd.
Austin, TX 78757

- 2 -

M. Robert Sutherland
Richard M. Sbaratta
4300 Southern Bell Center
675 West Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30375
(Counsel for BellSouth

Telecommunications, Inc.)

Daniel 1. Weitzner
The Center for Democracy

and Technology
1001 G Street, N.W.
Suite 700 East
Washington, D.C. 20001

Gail L. Polivy
1850 M Street, N.W.
Suite 1200
Washington, D.C. 20036
(GTE Service Corporation)

James L. Wurtz
Margaret E. Garber
1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004
(Counsel for Pacific Bell

and Nevada Bell)

Robert M. Lynch
Durward D. Dupre
1. Paul Walters, Jr.
One Bell Center, Room 3520
St.Louis, Missouri 63101
(Counsel for Southwestern Bell

Telephone Company)

Caressa D. Bennet
1831 Ontario Place, N.W., Suite 200
Washington, D.C. 20009
(Counsel for Rural Telephone

Coalition)



Communications Managers
Association

Matthew 0'Brien
1201 Mt. Kemble Avenue
Morristown, NJ 07960-6628

James T. Hannon
1020 19th Street, N.W.
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20036
(Counsel for U.S. West

Communications, Inc.)

Steven G. Sanders
Northern Arkansas Telephone

Company, Inc.
301 East Main Street
Flippin, AR 72634

Jeffrey N. Fritz
West Virginia University
P. O. Box 6860
Morgantown, WV 26506-6860

Peggy Reitzel*
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 544
Washington, D.C. 20554

Chairman Reed Hundt*
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20554

- 3 -

Jeanne Moran
460 James Robertson Parkway
Nashville, TN 37243-0505
(Counsel for Tennessee Public

Service Commission)

David R. Poe
LeBoeuf, Lamb, Greene & MacRae
1875 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Suite 1200
Washington, D.C. 20009
(Counsel for Time Warner
Communications Holdings, Inc.)

Rhett Dawson
Information Technology Industry

Council
1250 Eye Street, N.W., Suite 200
Washington, D.C. 20005

Commissioner Rachelle B. Chong*
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 844
Washington, D.C. 20554

International Transcription Service*
2100 M Street, N.W.
Suite 140
Washington, D.C. 20037

Mr. James D. Schlichting*
Policy and Program Planning Division
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 544
Washington, D.C. 20554



Ms. Claudia R. Pabo*
Policy and Program Planning Division
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 544
Washington, D.C. 20554

Commissioner James H. Quello*
Federal Communications Commission
1919 ~v1 Street, N.W.
Room 802
Washington, D.C. 20554

Commissioner Andrew C. Barrett*
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 826
Washington, D.C. 20554

Ms. Lisa Gelb*
Policy and Program Plmming Division
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 544
Washington, D.C. 20554

Ms. Kathleen Wallman*
Chief, Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2000 !v1 Street, N.W., Room :180
Washington, D.C. 20554

Commissioner Sllsan Ness*
Federal Communications Commission
J919 M Street, N.W.
Room 832
Washington, D.C. 20554

* Hand delivered

- 4 -


